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ASYMPTOTICS OF THE SHIFTED FINITE DIFFERENCES OF THE
OVERPATITION FUNCTION AND A PROBLEM OF
WANG—XIE-ZHANG

GARGI MUKHERJEE

ABSTRACT. Let p(n) denote the overpartition function, and for j € N, A7 denote the r-fold
applications of the shifted difference operator A; defined by Aj(a)(n) := a(n)—a(n—7j). The
main goal of this paper is to derive an asymptotic expansion of A} (p)(n) with an effective
error bound which subsequently gives an answer to a problem of Wang, Xie, and Zhang. In
order to get the asymptotics of A%(p)(n), we derive an asymptotic expansion of the shifted

overpartition function p(n + k) for any integer k # 0.

1. INTRODUCTION

An overpartition of a positive integer n, introduced by Corteel and Lovejoy [6], is a non-
increasing sequence of positive integers whose sum is n in which the first occurrence of a
number may be overlined, p(n) denotes the number of overpartitions of n, and p(0) := 1. For
instance, there are 8 overpartitions of 3 enumerated by

3,3,2+1,24+1,2+1,2+1,1+1+1,1+1+1.

Analogous to the celebrated Hardy-Ramanujan-Rademacher formula for the partition func-
tion p(n) (see [13} 24]), Zuckerman’s [[ZZl] formula for p(n) states that

_ 2minh d Slnh#

ok (h,k)

o)

for (h,k) € Z>o X Z>;. Similar to the work done by Lehmer [16] for p(n), Engel [8] estimated

an error term for p(n) as

where

N k—1 . m/n
— 1 W(h, k)2 _ 2minh d Slnh %
=Y VEk Y o — | —= N 1.2
pln) Qszlf 2 k) dn< v ) TR, (12
A4k (h,k)=1
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with

N2 T\/T
|R2(Tl/, N)’ < mSlnh <N> . (13)

Let A be the forward difference operator defined by A(a)(n) := a(n) — a(n — 1) for a
sequence (a(n))n>0 and A" be the r-fold applications of A defined as A"a(n) := A (A" !a(n))
for € N. In 1977, Good [10] proposed a problem on A”(p)(n) which states that for r > 3,
(A"(p)(n)),,>; is a sequence of alternating terms for a certain range 1 < n < ng(r) and then
become posi_tive. Using Hardy-Ramanujan-Rademacher [13], 24] formula for p(n), Gupta
proved that A" (p)(n) > 0 for all n > ng(r) but without any explicit estimate for ng(r) and
conjectured that ng(r) ~ 73 as r — oco. Odlyzko [22] settled the Good-Gupta conjecture by
proving that (—1)"A"(p)(n) > 0 for all 1 < n < ng(r) and A"(p)(n) > 0 for n > no(r) with
no(r) ~ %72 (logr)? as r — oco. Remarkably, an exact equation for ng(r) was given by Knessl
and Keller [I5] which subsequently refined the asymptotic estimation of n(r) by Odlyzko
mentioned before. Later Almkvist [I] obtained an exact formula for A"(p)(n). Recently,
Gomez, Males, and Rolen [9] considered a generalized version of the difference operator A and
defined j-shifted difference by Aj(a)(n) := a(n)—a(n—j) (note that, for j = 1, we retrieve the
classical A operator) and obtained an asymptotic expansion (up to first 4 terms) of A"(p)(n)
along with an explicit estimation of the error term (cf. [9, Theorem 1.1]) and consequently
proved that A?(p)(n) > 0 for all n > 1652 + 1/24 (cf. [9, Theorem 1.2]). A combinatorial
proof of Ajzp(n) > 0 is given independently by Gomez, Males, and Rolen [9] and Banerjee
[4]. Banerjee [2], Section 7.2] studied the asymptotic expansion of A% (p)(n) but without any
estimation of the error bound. Regarding the logarithmic variation of finite differences of the
partition function, denoted by (—1)""!A"(logp)(n), the positivity phenomena similar to the
difference of partition function, first studied in detail by Chen, Wang, and Xie [5, Theorem 3.1
and Theorem 4.1] and settled a conjecture of DeSalvo and Pak [7, Conjecture 4.3]. Banerjee
[3, Theorem 4.9] obtained an asymptotic expansion for (—1)""*A"(log p)(n).

In context of the overpartition function, Wang, Xie, and Zhang [25] studied the positivity
of the higher order differences A" (p)(n) (cf. [25, Theorems 2.1 and 2.3]) and its logarithmic
variation (—1)""'A"(logp)(n) (cf. [25, Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 4.1]). The author [20]
settled a problem of Wang, Xie, and Zhang [25, Problem 3.4] by proving an asymptotic lower
bound of (—1)""*A"(logp)(n). A combinatorial proof of Af(ﬁ)(n) > 0 is given in [4]. The
key motivation of this paper arises from the following problem of Wang, Xie, and Zhang [25,
Problem 2.4]. Before we state the problem, let us state the result on A" (p)(n) by Wang, Xie,
and Zhang.

Theorem 1.1. [25, Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.3] For r > 1, there exists a positive integer
n(r) such that for all n > n(r),

3

0<A™ () () <27 (1-273)¢ <2>

where C is the Riemann zeta function.

: (1.4)
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This result led Wang, Xie, and Zhang to propose the following problem.

Problem 1.2. [25, Problem 2.4] Find a sharp lower bound of A™(p)(n).

In other words, it is equivalent to find the asymptotic growth of A"(p)(n) as n — co.

In attempting to give an affirmative answer to this question, we first derive an asymptotic
expansion of p(n + k) for any k € Z\ {0} in Theorem Using Theorem we obtain the
asymptotic expansion of the r-fold applications of the j-shifted differences of the overpartition
function in Theoremwhlch in turn gives a sharper lower and upper bounds for A%(p)(n—j).

Before we state the main results, for (N,j,7) € N? and k € Z \ {0}, let us define the
following constants depending on parameters N, j, r, k which will be used in stating the main

results.
N(m) 9, ifm=1, (15)
m) = .
10mlogm — mloglogm, if m>2,
N(m)\2
Nom) = [ (F2)°] (16)
Ni(m, k) := kgg{?o}{N( m) — k}, (1.7)
max{ No(N + 1), 4k, k2, |E21 L if g >0,
(N, k) = { Mo +1) el (1.8)
maX{NO(N +1), 4\k:|}, if k<0,

E1(N, k) = 2““‘”%% m/Ik) (1+\/ N+1) (1.9)

2|k|> cosh(m/[k])/2(N + 2)

Ey(N, k) := s (1.10)

EL(N, k) := E1(N, k) + Ey(N, k), (1.11)
- ~ Lim  if k>0,
L2r,  ifk<O,

E(N,k) := E1(N, k) + E3(N), (1.13)

n(N,r,j):= Orgnnz%:;{n(N, —(m+1)j)} (1.14)

E(N,rj) =Y <;>E(N, —(m+1)j). (1.15)

m=0

Theorem 1.3. Let n(N,k), E(N,k) be as in @ and respectively.. For N € N,
ke zZ\ {0}, and n > n(N,k), we have

N
p(n+k) = (Z é +O<pini) (n_N2+1)> (1.16)
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where

151

(D)t +1-20) (t+1) =2 (1.17)

_ | £
=200 \ 0 )k

Theorem 1.4. Let n(N,r,j) and E(N,r,j) be as defined in (1.14]) and (1.15) respectively.
For all j,r € N, N € Z>, and n > n(N,r,j) we have

AT (B) (n - j) = 87{ (fj A OgE(N,r,ﬁ(n-%“)) , (1.18)
t=r nz
where
' & v JEET 1= 0) O r _
Ajtr) = (‘5) KZ_; < ‘ ) (t+1—20)! m_o(_1)m <m> (m+ 17 (119)

Remark 1.5. In particular, we see that
A;(r,r) = <7;7) . (1.20)

From Theorem we have the following asymptotic growth of A%(p)(n).

Corollary 1.6. We have

N\ T /N
s e
A (p) (n) ~ (;) e as m — oo.

Setting j = 1 in Corollary[L.6 we get the asymptotic major term of A" (p)(n) stated below.

Corollary 1.7. We have

roem™Vn
- T\ €
A" (p) (n) ~ (5) pRas as n — oo.

The paper is organized in the following way. In Section [2] we present some preparatory
lemmas in deriving asymptotic expansion of the shifted overpartition function which will be
helpful to get error estimations carried out in Section [3] that finally lead to the proof of
Theorem and applying Theorem [1.3] subsequently, we will present the proof of Theorem
Finally, we conclude the paper with raising some open questions in Section

2. PRELIMINARY LEMMAS

Following the sketch done in [19, Lemma 2.1.], we have the folowing lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let N(m) be as defined in (1.5)). Then for any integer m > 1,

102™e™2 < 1, forz > N(m).
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Proof. Form =1, it is clear that N(m) = 9. For m > 2, define f(z) := § —mlogx —log 10.
Now, f'(z) = $—2 > 0 implies that f(z) is increasing for x > 2m. In order to show f(z) > 0
for all x > N(m), it is enough to show f(z) > f(N(m)) > 0 for all z > N(m) > 2m; i.e.,
we first show that (i) N(m) > 2m and then we show (ii) f(N(m)) > 0. It is easy to verify
that N(m) > 2m, that is, 10mlogm — mloglogm > 2m for m > 2. Next, in order to prove
f(N(m)) > 0, it is equivalent to show that

mloglogm

2

which in turn, amounts to prove

5mlogm — — mlog(10mlogm — mloglogm) — log 10 > 0,

(1 log log m) ‘

1 3 1
log 10 + = log1 -1 —
og 10 + 3 oglogm + - log 10log m

2m +
logm > 3

1 3
Since % > 1 and log (1 - ?ﬁ%) < 0 for m > 3, we have m > 101 logms which is

equivalent to the inequality stated before. O

Set T(n) := m/n.

Lemma 2.2. Let No(m) be as defined in (1.6)). Then for all k € Z \ {0}, m > 2 and
n > No(m),

eh(n+k) 1
pn+k) = St T ) (1 T TR + O<1(fa(n + k)_m)> : (2.1)
Proof. From [17, equation (3.5)], we have
ehi(n) 8
p(n) = - <1 ) + T(n))

with

T(n) = (1 + M(ln)) e~ 2R 4 ;ZL) Ry(n,2),
and Ra(n,2) is the error term of (([1.2))), given in ((1.3)). By [I7, equation (3.6)] we have
| T(n) |< 1027,
Using Lemma [2.1] we get for all m > 2 and f(n) > N(m); i.e, for n > No(m),

oFi(n)

pn) = (1 -t 0<1(u(n)‘m)>- (22)

8&n

Thus applying (2.2) with n — n + k and following ([1.7]), we have for all k € Z\ {0}, m > 2
and n > Ni(m, k),

B eh(n+k) 1 B .
p(n+k)= ST F) (1 — CED) + O<1(f(n + k) ))

This finishes the proof of the lemma. O
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To derive the coefficient sequence arising from the Taylor expansion of the asymptotic
main term %*(LZLL:)) (1 — ﬁ(n1+k)> after extracting out the factor e’éf’ we closely follow the

methodology carried out in [23, Proposition 4.4].

Lemma 2.3. For k € Z\ {0}, we have

et(n+k) 1 (
8(n—|—k)<1_,u(n+k:> E o
with
¢ 5] ¢
[k 1\ (t—0+1) [t+1
Arlt) := (2) EZ% <_7r2k:> (t+1—2€)!< i >

Proof. We first estimate esﬁ(:;i]:)) (1 — ﬁ(nl%,)> up to some truncation point say N € N.

Setting z := ﬁ and ¢ := 7, we have
et [ 1 eV e’rﬁ(v Hgfl) 1 1 (2.3)
S+ k) \" mln+k)) " &n (1+5) /iyl + & '

L

sn L+&  ryn(l+£)32

3

eﬂ\/ﬁ

| ——

8n 1+ k22 (1 + k22)3/2

w0

Let a :=c\/n, x := k2? = % Considering the left hand side of (2.3]) as a formal power series
in z, we get
1
exp(a(\/l‘+1—1))<1+m S 3/2) Zg’] . (2.4)

Integrating (2.4]) twice with respect to x yields

1

. . S QY
§(a) =G+ DG+ 5> (WVI+e -1
=0
Let y :== /1 + x and B_1(x) be the generalized binomial series (see [I1), page 203]). Then for

all m € C with m ¢ Z>, it follows that

(5= () = e ()

= m @l

—. 2.
Sas(" ) e
j=
Therefore,

&la)=(G+1)(j +2>i(g)€—2£1![xj+2_£](142ry)_4
=0
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J+1

=G+ +2) Z(%)H - 21_ - " (1 -5 y)*(j+2fe)

it ) .
j+2—0(/—j—2\1
1) ( ) . =
=0+ Z y+2 0 j+2 ( ¢ )
1 , .
]i ( + ol ~(=1)" <J+e+1>
o +£ | ’
— 25+ £+ 1)! l
where in the second step, we have used ([2.5)) along with the fact that

1 —(+2-0) —-7-1
(7—2#?;) ’ =0 for £>j+2 as (m_]l >=0for L%J%‘lﬁjﬁm_l‘
j—

. . . . . . . . 7&
Since, in (2.4), £;(a)x? contains the term o ‘27 = 19 ~fkin~"2" | thus we have

|5

B (=D G+ D)md kI (4041
A= 2H(j+1—0)! 0 -
jHo=t ¢

0<j+1

(=1)(t — £+ 1)mt—20g* (t + 1)7

s 20(t+ 1 — 20)! ¢

asj+l=tand < j+ 1, wehavet—j<j+1<j> t L which implies ¢ < t — jg%
and this finally concludes the proof. OJ

3. PROOF OF THEOREM AND THEOREM [[.4]

Before we present the proof of Theorem we first need to estimate an error bound of
Ar(t)

I3
n2

EtZN-i—l

Lemma 3.1. Let n(N, k) be as in (1.8) and E1(N, k) be as in (1.11)). Then for k # 0, and
n > n(N, k), we have

A
> kgt) = Oz, (v p) (”7%) :

t>N+1 N2

Proof. From Lemma [2.3] it follows that for & > 0,

N 2+ 1 (k)%
Ap(2t) = <_Z> ;(—1)£<t_€>(t+€+ D (3.1)
t(_1\t4+1 L . 20
A2t +1) = %Z(—l)%t?Zfl)(t—Fﬁ—kl)((@. (3.2)

For t € N, define ¢(t,¢) := (2t+1) (t+ ¢+ 1) and we see that

c(t, 0) H§:1(75—j+ 1) <1
ot,0) I+~
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which implies that c(t,0) < ¢(t,0) for all 0 < ¢ < t. Consequently, using (3.1) and the fact
that ( ) \/», we have

Ap(20)] < — (ﬁ) <2t+1> (t+1)

_ KPR+ 1)
'k \4 t

Yo sinh(7vk),

20+ 1)

t mfzzﬂ
E% D (mvk)

and so

Z | Ay (2t)] < k=2 sinh (mVk) Z 1kt

t = 3/2 nt
>N+ n m > N+1 t n
>=5= 1>

k;zsmhmf N \/N+1\/ 1 kAt
ST Z;( N+1 m)( )

Slm 512:}31/(27T\f ;( N+1\/ﬁ+\/m>(k)t
< HaiilinvB), N(Hm);( by

- <2kr2 sn;l/lz(w\f (1 4 \/Niﬂ>> = E\(N,kyn= "2, (3.3)

using the fact v/t +1 < 2! for ¢t > 0 in the fourth step and n > n(N, k) > 4k in the second
last step and ([1.9) in the final step.

Similarly, we estimate

t 1) /2 2 2
Ap(2t +1)] < ’“Eft;;)(;jl > cosh(mv/k) < ’“;;jj cosh(rv/R),

and consequently using (3.2)), (1.10]), and n > n(N, k) > 4k, it follows that

v @Dl IWZW

t+3
>4 noe >4
2kN/2 cosh(nvk) _nii<— k _Np
7 n- ZE t+ 5 +1< BNk~ 2 . (3.4)
>0
Combining (3.3)) and ( ., we get
At A (2t Ap(2t+1 A (2t A2t +1
ZkE)ZZ k(20 | k1)§ [Ax28)] |k1)!
nz nt ntt2 nt nitz
2841 = = 55 =
=B (N, k)n~ "2 (3.5)

This concludes the proof of for the case k£ > 0. Next, we proceed to the case where k < 0.
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Let k = —m, m € Z~o; i.e, m = |k|. Then we have
t L%J t—2¢
—m) t+1—4) (t+1\7n"~
A*m(t):( 7 2 (§+1 26)'( 0 )f'
— —20)! m

In a similar way like in the case k € Z~(, here we have the following bounds

Azt 1)) < P oy, (4o (20)] < "B by,

which consequently implies that for n > n(N, k)

A2t 1) ~ Ap(20)]
5 AL t: < BV b and Y A B gy

>4 > N1

Analogous to the estimation done in (3.5)), in this case, we have also

5 40 s,

t>N+1 M2
which concludes the proof. O

Lemma 3.2. Let n(N, k) be as in (L.8) and E\(N,k) be as in (L.12). Then for k # 0, and
n > n(N, k), we have

mvn+k m/n
€ (N+1) _ € _ — Nt
( + k;) (TL + k) T 8n OSEz(N) <’I’L ’ ) '

Proof. Before we move on to estimate the error term, we note down the following well known

Bernoulli’s inequality
(1+2)" <1l4rzx for 0<r<1 and x> —1. (3.6)

For k > 0 and n > n(N, k) > max{k?, #}, and using the fact that e* < 142z for 0 < =z < 1,
we bound the error term as

emVntk (V41) eﬂ’\/ﬁ 67"\/5( 1+%_1) 1 eﬂ'\/ﬁ 67"\/5(\/ 1+£_1)
- + k —
8(n+k:) filn+ k)~ 8n N1, 1+ %)% ~ 8n N+, M
km
eV e3vm eV (1 4n N41 ~ N+1
< T2 = FEy(N)nT 2
8n oN+1,5t T 8n <7TN+1)n ’ 2(N)n” 2,

using (3.6)) in the third step and for k < 0, we estimate in the following way

emVn—k (V1) eV W\/ﬁ(\/l_ﬁ_l) 1 eV 2% m/n( 1—5—1)
= Tin—k) _ <
8(n — k)u(n ) 8n N+~ 5 (1— E)@ - 8n AN+~
n
eﬂ-\/ﬁ 2%e_ﬁ @ﬂ\/ﬁ —~ _ N41
S N S E5(N) 2,
n gpN+1p=—" &n

using (3.6]) in the third step. From the above two estimates done separately for both cases
for k, we conclude the proof. O



10 GARGI MUKHERJEE

Proof of Theorem Applying Lemmas and to (2.2) with (1.13]), we get for
n > n(N,k),

m/n N L
]7(71+k) = e8n <Z Ak(t) +O§E(N,k) (n_N;)> .

This finishes the proof. O

Before we proceed to present the proof of Theorem we recall the definition of Stirling
number. Adopting the notation from [I1], here {;‘L} denotes the Stirling number of second
kind which counts the number of ways to partition a set of n elements into m nonempty
subsets. Here we state three elementary facts about {YZ} From [11] Table 264 and equation
(6.19)], we have

{ZL} — 0 form>n and m!{;i} _ Em: <T£> i 59

k=0

Using Theorem [1.3], in this section, we are now ready to prove Theorem
Proof of Theorem Following the definition of the operator A, it follows that

250 (-3 = 3 -0 (D Yptn—ms =) = 0! ot m 1),

m
m=0 m=0

and therefore, with k — —(m-+1)7, by Theorem we have for n > [max {n(N,—(m+1)j)},
SMsr

T

A () (n - j) = Z <r>p(n—(m+1)j)— > <r>p(n—(m+1)j)

m—0 m m=0 m
m=0 (mod 2) m=1 (mod 2)
- emVn " r EN: A_(my1)5(t) n E(N,—(m+1)j)
- 8n 0 m =0 'I’L% n%
m=0 (mod 2)
eV ¢ " XN: A mt1,; () E(N,—(m+1)j)
8n 0 m —0 n% nN;rl
m=1 (mod 2)
N N oA (1) < E(N, — '
e m( T —(m+1).j r\ E(N, =(m +1)j)
— -1 ; +
= (B p et g ()
N N o4 (t)  E(N
e m(T —(m+1).j (N, 7, j)
= -1
&n <mz=:o( ) <m) tz:; n% * nN2+1 (3 8)

Similarly, it follows that

emVn 4 T N oA m ; T, ]
m=0
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Hence, combining (3.8)) and (3.9)), for n > n(N,r,j), we get

eﬂ\/ﬁ : T ol A m j N+l
@) - ) = <Z<—1>m(m) PE=E BNV (e )) - (310)
m=0 t=0 nz

Next, following (1.17) with k& — —(m + 1)j, we simplify

S (1) 3 Attt

m=0 t=0 n2
S (DR () e
(DS (V) S (o)
_ é A;(tt/’;). (3.11)
We observe that for 0 <t < r — 1,
S (g Jms vt =S () ()

— (—1)"F! té <t R 6) {i} (3.12)

using (3.7) in the final step. As £ > 0, so for s <t — ¢ < r, using (3.7)), we have

t—L
(-
=\ s r
Consequently, (3.11]) reduces to
r N N
m( 7 A_man)4 (1) o Ai(tr)
Seun()y -S>

T
m=0 t=0 n2 t=r
Hence, with (3.10]), we finish the proof of (|1.18]).
Next, to prove ((1.20)), from (3.12]), we see that for ¢t = r and r € N,

ZT:( 1)m(r>< R if0>1and £=0,0<s<r,
_ m _
m—0 m (=1)"rl, if (¢,s) = (0,r).

Hence, with the only choice (¢,¢) = (0,r), from (3.11)), it follows that

Aj(r,r) = (_1)TT!<_;>TW - <7r2j)r

This concludes the proof of the theorem. O
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4. CONCLUSION

We conclude this paper by raising the following questions with a brief background on each

of the problem.

(1) Following up the work of Odlyzko [22] on the positivity of A" (p)(n) for n > n(r) with
n(r) ~ %TQ(log r)? as r — oo, we ask the following:

Problem 4.1. What is the asymptotic growth of n(r) as r — oo such that for all
n > n(r), A"(p)(n) > 02 Can one obtain an exact (and/or simplified) formula
for such n(r) as in Almkvist, Knessl and Keller’s work [1, [I5] for the overpartition

function?

(2) Let PL(n) denotes the plane partition function introduced by MacMahon [I8], and
the generating function is given by

o 0 (o] 1
T;)PL(TL)(] = Tg 7(1 T

Knessl [I4] studied the positivity of A"(PL)(n), showed that A"(PL)(n) > 0 for
n > n(r) with
2
n(r) ~ 3 (3¢(3))% (rlogr)? as r — oo

Recently, thanks to the seminal work of Ono, Pujahari and Rolen [2I] on the asymp-
totic expansion of PL(n), a substantial modification of Wright’s formula [26], we have
an explicit estimate of the error bound for the asymptotic expansion of PL(n). We
raise the following problem for PL(n).

Problem 4.2. For r € N, what is the asymptotic growth of AZ(PL)(n) as n — co?
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